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1

Scope

This document discusses:

2

economic aspects of ballast projection;

comparison of methods in France and Spain for rolling stock;
infrastructure assessment methods;

review of available literature;

next steps and recommendations regarding standardization and research.

Normative references

The following documents are referred to in the text in such a way that some or all of their content
constitutes requirements of this document. For dated references, only the edition cited applies. For
undated references, the latest edition of the referenced document (including any amendments) applies.

EN 14067-4:2013+A1:2018, Railway applications - Aerodynamics - Part 4: Requirements and test
procedures for aerodynamics on open track

koniecnahladu - textdalejpokracujevplatenejverzii STN
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